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3RIEFING HERORANSYR " A
ShelY Chamfcal Corspany
dashinoton, 0.0, 20006

Pesticide Patition Ho. VF113%--
friopg 8 18 i, 235 -3 a“i;r'i.'. ﬂ 7//)77 7?/ F&-
BEPUTY ASSISTANY ADMIRISTRATER -

Py
FOR PESTICIDES PROGRAYS

Shail Chewical (ampany advised us by Tetter Juns 3, 1972, that

the followtng saragrann of § 130,235, establishing tolerances for
residucs of Yasona, is acbiquons: “0.5 part oer sfllitor from oos2-
harvest application s or on nonperishabie bulk stored rw agri-
cultural commpdities and in er on nonperishable packaged or bayged
rag agricuitoral commodities that contain & percent fat or less™.

They questien shaother or aot bali stored rev Joricultural cuzssditfes
cotalning morg tham S5 fat arc coverad. The reg u!atieﬁ vas wmeant

in cover such comwmditios and we thersfore rocomaend the aitacued
rewardtas of the paragraph be asvblisned,

Fetar Chichiio
Periticns Cantes) OfTteer

APPAGNED:
Srea B, Baker, Jr., Calef F. d. BcFariend, Direcior
Petitions (oatrol Branch Pesticides Tolerances Mvistea

cc: PRDJEPA
PTO

Chenistry Braach _
Toxicoloay Branch -@
Hr. Ramsey/FDA
By Gross

Na

PChichila:ar E-27-72, 6-76-77%
/8 Intt: OrBaker 5-86-72
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June 21, 1972

PP #1F1132. DDVP on non-perishable bulk stored raw agricultursl commodities.
Letter of June 8, 1872,

Petitions Control Branch

and Toxicology Branch

The Sheikl Chemical Company by its letter of 6/8/72 18 requesting clarifi-
cation of that part of the regulation (Sec. 180.235) for the tolerance
of 0.5 ppm for reeidues of DDVP on non-perighable bulk etored r.a.c's
which stateg that these commodities must contain 6% fat or less, It

wae the petitioner's intent to have the tolerance cover the comcodities
regardlegs of fat content.

In our evalusticn of PP #1F¥1132 (8/17/71), ve gtated that studies on
bulk commodities with more than 6% fat content showed that aihigher
tolgranee was not needed. In contrast, the packaged non-perishable
comgodities of more than 6% fat need a higher (2 ppm) tolerance.

Since the regulation as published does not reflect the intent of our
original eveluation, we believe the regulation should be re-written as
guggeated by the petitioner, e.g.,: "0.5 ppm from peoetharvest applica-
tion in or on non~perighable packaged or bagged raw agricultural cowmodi-
ties that contain 6% fat”or less, and in or on non-perishable bulk

stored raw agricultural commodities, regardleses of fat content."

E?Andrew R. Rathman
Chemigtry Branch
Pesticides Tolerances Division

ce:

Toxicology Branch
Chemigtry Branch
RO~130 (FDA)

C. Banith (PRD)

PP $1F1132

ARRathman

6/21/72

RD/init :JGCummings
- 6/16/72

ST Gy
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SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

A DIYISION OF SHELL CIL COMPANY
SUITE 300
1700 K STREET, NV
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

TELEPHOME 202 - 276-343

AGACULTURAL DIVISION

June §, 1972

Q;‘zwus? TITLE 40 - §180.23_‘ECB M"T‘”‘/ QL,LM;AJ
~BIEHTOROVINYL DIMETHYL PHOSPHATE;

: LERANG R RESIDUE
5 TOLERANCES FOR RESIDUES 6 “/7?/ / :/VM,,/

Mr. Drew . Baker

Pesticides Tolerances Division 3 e a
Environmental Protection Agency } L”’iJl {

South Agricultural Building faiaad e S (
_ 12th and C Streets, 5. W. A o L
¥ Washington, D, C. 20250 ' B e I

L

. \. e 2! ¢ S /
o o . T e B i P 1- -
Dear Mr. Baker: _ s IR FEY

You may recall a telephone conversation we had sometime back
concerning the subject regulation and the impression we had in reading
it, that it did mot cover bulk stored raw agricultural commodities that
had mora than 6% fat {seze below).

0.5 part per million from postharvest application in
or on nonperishable bulk stored raw agricultural com-
modities and in or on nonperishable packaged or bagged
raw agricultural commodities that contain 6 percent fat
or less,"

You assured us that the regulation did cover all bulk stored raw agri-
cultural cowmmodities including those over 6% fat.

However, we are now beinpg asked the same aquestion we asked of you,
as the regulation teceives wider distribution, We are concerned for the
future when the use label is registered that many similar gquestions will
be raised. To preclude this, may we suggest alternative arrangement of

./ the language which should solve the problem. If the regulation was written
as follows:

"0.5 ppm from postharvest application in or on non-
petishable packaged or bagged raw agricultural com-
modities that contain 6 percent fat aor less and in or
on nonperishable bulk stored raw agricultural commadities,
tegatrdless of fat content.”
it would cover all hulk stored commodities as intended including products
such as peanuts, the product of current concern.

Jun 14 1972

%




Mr, Drow M. Haker - 72 -
PTD/EPA

He would certainly appreciate any assistance you can provide us
in resolving this problem.

Very truly yours,

Hobson, Ph.D.

Q@ | Division Representative
mewvé%wwﬂj&m’__
P4 gnddis T ALy bt ot 11 W 7
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Title 40-—PROTECTION OF
ENVIRONMENT

Chapter —Environmental Protection
Agency ,
SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDES PROGRAMS

PART 180—~TOLERANCES AND EX-
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES

2, )G9%

stored raw agricultural commodities and
in. or on nonperishable packaged or
bagged raw agricultural commadities
that contaln & percent fat or less.

. L * - L]

Any person who will ‘be adversely af-

1 fected by the foregoing order may at any
! time within 30 days after its date of pub-~

lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER file with
the Objections Clerk, Environmental

FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 'Protection Agency, Room 3175, South

ON RAW -AGRICULTURAL COM-
MODITIES

2,2-Dichlerovinyl Dimethyl Phosphate

A petition [ 1F1132) was filed by
Shell Chemical Co., Division of Shell Oil
Co., Suite 1103, 1700 K Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20006, in accordance
with provisions of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act as amended (21
17.8.C. 346a), proposing establishment of
a tolerance for residues of the insecticide
2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyi phosphat.e in
or ou nonperishable bulk stored raw agri-
cultural comurnodities at 0.5 part per mil-
lion resulting from dispersion of -tite in-
secticide from resin strips used in bulk
storage areas. !

Part 120, Chapter I, Title 21 was re-
designated Part 420 and transferred to
Chapter ITI (26 FR. 424). Subhsequently,
Part 420, Chapter I, Title 21 was re-
designhated Part 180 a.nd transferred to
Subchapter E, Chapter I, Title 40 (36 F.R.
22369) .

Based on consideration given data sub-
mitted in the petition and other relevant
material, it is concluded that:

1. The pesticide is useful for the pur-

. pose for which the tolerance is bemg

est.a.bllshed

"2. The proposed usage is not rea.sona-
bly expected to result in residues of the

- pesticide in eggs, meat, milk, and poul-
- try. The usage is classified in the cate-
. gory specified in § 180.8(a)(3).

3. The tolerance established by this
order will protect the puhblic health.

Therelore, pursuant {o provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 408(d) (2}, 68 Stat. 512; 21
US.C.' 346a{d)(2)), the authority
transferred to the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency (35
F.R. 15623}, and the authority delegated
by the Administrator to the Deputy As-
sistant Administrator for Pesticides Pro-
grams (36 F.R. 9038), §180.235 is
amended by revising the paragraph 0.5
part per million from postharvest * * *»,
as follows:

§180.235 2.2.Dichlorovinyl dimelhyl
phosphaie; tolerances for residues.

- E] - i LI -
0.5 part per mifilon from postharvest
appHeation in or on nonperishable bulk

Agriculture Building, 12th Street and In-
dependence Avenue SW., Washington,
DC 20460, written objections thereto in
guintuplicate, Objections shall show
wherein the person. filing will be ad-
versely affected by the order and specily

-with particularity the provisions of the

order deemed objectionable and the
grounds for the objections. If a hearing
is requested, the objections must state
the issues for the hearing. A hearing will
be granted if the objections are sup-
ported by grounds legally suffcient to
justify the relief sought. Objections may
he accompanied by a memorandum or

" brief in support thereef.

Eflective date, This order shall become
effective on its date of publication in the
Froeral BecisTtog (1-27-T2).

{(Sec, 408(d) (2}, 68 Stat. 512 21 G.S.C. 346a
(d) @y -

Dated: January 18, 1972,

WrLiasm M, UPHOLT,
Deputy Assistant adminisirator
" — - jor Pesticides Programs.
[FR Do¢.T2-1196 Filed 1-26-72;8:48 am]

or Ay 4 e




JAN 141972

S$hell Chemical Company
Washipgton, D. C. 20006
Pesticide Petition No. 1F1132--
Amend § 180.235--Vapona

DEPUTY ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR
FOR FESTICIDES PROGCRAMS

A 7y 32

1. Vapona is Shell Chemical Compsny's trade name for the iusecticide
2,2-dichlorovinyl disethyl phosphate. Tolerances have been established
for residuss of Vapons at 2 p.p.m. frem postharvest application to mon-
petishable packaged or bagged raw agricultural comwodities that contain
wore then 6 percent fat; 1 p.p.a. (expressed &3 naled) in or on lettuce;
at 0.5 p.p.a. (expressad as naled) {a or ou mushrooms, cucumbers,
radishes, snd tomatoes from prehiarvest and postharvest application;

0.5 p.p.n. fros postharvest application to uonperishable packaged or
bagged rew agricultural commodities that contain 6 percent fat or less;
0.05 p.p.m. (negligible residus) in eggs and meat, fet, and mest by-
products of poultry; and (.02 p.p.m. (negligible residus) in meac, fat,
and umest byproducts of cattle, goats, horses, and sheep and in milk.

A tolerance of 0.1 p.p.a. prescribed by § 135g.75 for negligible resi-
dues of Vapona in the edible tisaues of swine covers both ita use as
an anthelmintic {n swine feed and as an insecticide applied directly
to siine,

Shell submitted this petition proposing the establishment of a tolersnce
for residues in or on oonperighable bulk stored raw agricultural com-
wodities st 0.5 part per million resulting from dispersion of the in-
secticida from rvesin strips used in bulk storage areas.

2. The Pesticides Regulation Pivision has certified that the pesticide
- 48 useful for the purpose for which the tolerance is proposed.

3. The Ch:njtry Brench concludes:
&. The terwinal residues ere adequately identiffed.

b. Adequate amalytical methods are available .-for enforce-
ment of the proposed toleranca.

R

LI




PRI

Page 2 - Deputy Asgsistant Administrator

for Pasticides Programs

¢. Residuss from the proposed use are not expocted to

sxceed the proposed tolerance.

d. The propossd usage is classified in the category
specified in ¢ 180.6(a)(3) with respect to mmsat, wilk,

poultry, and eggs.

4. The Toxicology Branch finds that the proposed tolerance is safe
and that it will protect the public hesalth.

5. We recommnd that the attachsd order be signed snd published.

Williem H. Morgan
Petitiong Control Officer

APPROVED:

Drew M. Baker, Jr., Chief
Patitions Control Branch

ce:
PRD, EPA

PTD

Chemietry Branch
Toxicology Branch
LLRamsey, FDA, BF=-301
EGross

WHMorgan:ea 1/10/72:ggr 12/10/72

R/D Init:GJBeusch 12/21/71

JoCummings 12/22/71
CRWilliams 12/29/71

DMBaker
FIJMcFarland

F.J. McFarland, Director
Pasticides Tolerancas Division
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December 15, 1971

PP {#1F1132. DDVP on non-perishable raw agricultural comnodities.
Amendment of September 21, 1971.

Petitions Control Branch

and Toxicology Branch

The petitioner in this amendment has reviged his label to add the word
“bulk" to the designation: 'Non-perishable bulk stored raw agricultural

- commodities', Examples of such commodities (soybeans, corn,, wheat,

cocoaibbeans and peanuts) were carried ovar from the previcus label of
June 16, 1971,

Thefefore, Toxicolegy Branch, considerations permitting, we now recom-
mend that the proposed tolerance of 0.5 ppm be established for residues
of the insecticide 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate (DDVP) from
poatharvest application to non-perishable bulk stored raw agricultural
comnodities, The term ''nonmperishable bulk stored raw agricultural
commodtties,' refers to the etorage in bulk quantities of ''men-perishable

raw agricultural commodities as defined in 21 CFR 180.1(m).

George J, Beusch
Chemigtyy Branch
Pesticides Tolemnces Division

ce!

Tox. Br.

Chem, Br.

CF-30 (¥DA)

C. Smith (PRD)
PP #1¥1132

GJBesuch:mae

i2/15/71

RD/init:JGCummings
12/15/M
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SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY el
A DIVISION OF SHELL Q1L COMPANY
SUITE 300

THETRONE 207 29¢

1700 K STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

September 21, 1971 )
- /C,d""‘q_A_ﬂQ/\ ) LA

PESTICIDE PETITION NO. 1F1132 AR Y A
PROPOSING TOLERANGES FOR 2,2 : D
DICHLOROVINYL DIMETHYL PHOSPHATE Y | A O Y
IN OR ON NONPERISHABLE BULK STORED & PRY

RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES :

NP

AGRICULTURAL DIVISION

Environmental Frotection Agency ]
. Pegticides Tolerances Division s ' ) Daro * [ -
Washington, D. C. 20250 ' ’ |

Attention Mr. Drew M. Baker, Jr., Chief
P:titions Control Branch

s

Gentlemen:

With reference to your letter of September 13 and our discussion
on September 20, we have decided to add the "bulk™ designation to the label
in the subject petition now rather than defer this action until PRD reviews
. the label for registration purposes. Attached is a revised copy of the
o ) label previcusly submitted with our letter of September 2. The only revision

o appearing on this label is the addition of the word "bulk'" on page 2. '

v . - Yours very truly,
._.__..'. _ ) ) . é-’C -/M

I . ) . E. L. Hobson. o
' : _Division Representative

Attachment

cc w/att, - Pesticides Regulation Division, EPA

Lﬁ,' {_ ;Zﬁégzzz%% (éﬁf;légﬁ' ,}D./g
'\\\_ |

N - q
Rec'd PTD-P., Ly 2 187
/ '




{ZLL CHEMICAL COMPANY Sar o, Calizo=niz 94583
Divisiern of Shell 011 Company
;riculcural Division

b - .
(FRONT PANEL)

L . VAPONA(R) INSECTICIDE PEST STRIP

- iyTION! XEEP OUT. Q¥ REACH.QF .CHILDREN...-(See..othez.egutions ©on-back -panel}.

) NOT OPEN UNTIL READY FOR USE.

YTIVE INGREDIENTS ' _ PERCENT BY WELGHT
novig  2=dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate 18.6%
“iRelated Compounds . f : T 1.4%
IERT INGREDIENTS ' ik . 80.0

TOTAL 100.0
gquivalcnc to 20.0% vAPONA(R) Insecticide e - L
1 ’ R -7 ..: - _- . " - ‘--.I.}
‘DA Reg. No. 201-136 o { Min. Net. Wet. 3.7 oz.
\IMAL HEALTH FRODUCT

(BACK PANEL)
VAPONA(R) Insecticide Pest Strip..

CAUTION! KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN.

» not get in mouth; harmful if swallowed. After prolonged storage, a small amount

i ligquid may form on the strip., Do not get liquid in eyes. Wash hands thoroughly
th soap angd water after handling strip. Do not use in nurserics or rooms where
fants, 111 or aged persons are confined. Do not use in kitchens, restaurants ot
‘eas where food is prepared or served. '

0

Page 1 ol 2



Wanhd Tascecicide Pestc Strip
cule urwl Division -

s:.,_c;

CENDWAL DIRESIIONS

3084 Inmsecticide Past Strip (10" x 24" unit) 1s a specicliy prepared i
utation for use in the control of rosistant and nNon—resis.ant insccis,
USE AND DIRECTIONS FOR APPLICATION

IMAL BUILDINGS: For the control of flies, gnats and mosquitoes in animal duildings
‘orse baras, diary barns, calf barns, sheiter sheds, milk sheds, stables, pig

':1ors, poultry houses and dog kennels), and other farm buildings, appiy one strip

T 1,000 cubic feet of enclosed area. Weather and other conditions such as extreme
3 clla;ion'or strong-drafis-may alter the performwance ©f the strip, but this treat-
.t is usually effective for one scason. Replace strips if efiectiveness diwdnishes.

T

"For the control of {lies, gnats, nosquitoes and other small flying inseccrts,
raduction of silverfish in nouses , suspend one strip in an
size room (10" x 10*' x 10'). Weathcer ond other conditions such as axtrTeme

rion or sirong drafts wmay alter the pevformance of the strip, but nis

at is usually effective for thr;e months. Replace strip if elifectivencss

BULK ' S
N—~PCRISHABLE, STORED RAW AGRICbLTURAL COMMOBITIES {including soybeans, coran, wheat, 7/2//

Ga beans b{% peanuts): for the control of stored-product meths (including Indian
1 moths, almond meihs, and warechouse or cocoa woths) infesting non-perishadle

&, (-’_.....'_.__... EErS P,
A i 3 '

:C‘.a

_ jmored raw agvlcultural conmodities, suspend one strip per 1,000 cu. ft. of air space
wer the commodity before moths pegin to emevrge in early spring., Weather and other
EO?dl"lOuS such as extreme ventilation or strong drafts may alter the performance of

Jne sivip, but this {reatment is usually eifective for three months._ Replace scrips
«“mediately wnen effectiveness dlﬂ;nisnes to prevent egg laying and growth of xarvae.

SRELGE CANS: -For the control o‘ flies in garbage cans, attach one strip insige
iverasge-sized garbage can (20 gallon capacity). One unic will be effective for an
ro f£ly season. Keep lid on garbage can, '

DA Ci. BASINS: Tor the control of moscuitoes breeding in catch basins, suspond . ona
J}L*lp approximately 10 inches above the water line in each basin. Each unit should
tive cffective control for ten to fifteen weeks., Replace strip when effectivencss

-

l;mlnxshes.

:
| +

SEWER SYSTEMS:. As an aid in the reduction of roaches in sewer lateral SYsS tCrms,
suspead one strip to within tWwo feet of the bettom of the manhoie. One unit should

=

.oe eifective for one to twe months. Replace strip when effectivencss diminishes.

Use of the pac«aghd product is licensed under Shell's U. $. Patents 2,956,073,
3,116,201 and 3,328,709 for use as an insecricide generator ‘only. XNot to be
taken internally by humans or animals.

| DISCLAIMER OF WARRANTY . //
THIS TRODUCT 1S SUPPLIED WITHOUT WARRANTY (EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) OF FITNESS, GUALITY,
MERCHANTANL I':Y OR OTLLURWISE.
Page 2 of 2,
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Pasticides Tolerances Uivision

Putitions Control Branch , _ EjELJ 6}

noGr }J, 147

BOVP on nenperisnable obulk stored raw agriculturad ’%ééﬁéﬂdf?"'
commedities

Hr,  trew i, Bdker, Chief ' f

PP ko. 11132 - Kesidue tolerance reguest of 5.0 cpm DDVP on nonperishi-

able, bulk stured, raw auricultural commodities

UUVP toxicity data supporting tie safety of establishied residus

tolerances

on baggea raw agricultural commodities is summarized in Pesticide
——r

Petition 706, memorandum 3U April, 1968. These tolerancas are

2 ppm oon

coimmodities thati contain wore than 6% fat and $.5 ppm on commodities

that contain less thanh 0% fat.

Available DUVP toxicity data have been judged to support tine safety of

‘other tolerances as listed in paragrapn 120.435.

Toe Chemistry Branch's residue evaluation of this petition {17

Aug. ,

1571 memorandum) details residue analysis for D0YP at various deptis

in the stored bulk commodities. They say, that the proposed tolerance
would nevar pe exceeded in the top 4 inches of the commodity with virtu-
aliy no residuss found below © inches. Any mixing of the residus oearing

top 4 inches of the bulk stored commoii»j with Tower layers wou
course raduce avaitlatije UUVP residues oy dilution. Processing,
storage, would furtier reduce tie small residues that might be
(discussed in tie Chemistry residue evaluation memqranduﬂ Sept,
1567 for Pesticide Petition 706).

TneIC“emistry Brancii's 17 Aug., 1871 meirorandum also states tha
bulk stored raw agribuiuural commodities were pagged the establ
GUYP telerances would not be exceeded.

id of
after
oresent

) 1”:

t if the
ishead

it is aprarent toat Tittle, if any, additional UOVP will be added to

tie calculated safe intake by the th601153m8ﬂb of the raguestea
residug tolerance of this petiticn. :

Lonclusion

Available DDVP toxicity data supports the safety of the reguested

esidue tolerances of Tiis petition.

;ecrg& E.Iﬁnitmure, I e walummings” Perrine Br. iy,
Section ohief , P ERA Aclanta dr. Er.
fuxicalogy Brancil/FiL _ PP #o. 1F113Z2 ALiEWnitmore/ceow

"3

d. Pl
fg. 1.

12/19/71

|7
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November 2, 1971

PP JAF1132. DDVP on nonperishable raw agricultural comnodities.

Letter dated 9/2/71.

Petltions Control Branch
arl Toxleology Branch

In the CB (A. Rathman) evaluation dated 8/17/71 we stated thet our
faborable recommendation was contingent upon the following label
changest

1. The addition of the word "vulk" (nonperishable bulk

stored ) and
2. The sddition of examples of the commodities to be
treated.

PRD,EPA also requested item 2, above and has indicated that other changes
such a8 indicating the insects to be controlled wili be needed. -

By the subject letter, the petitloner states that he 1is willing to
make the label revisions requested by us. However, he wishes to defer
making the changes until he recelves the fingl comments & PRD.

The pevitioner should be advised that his proposed label revisions
appear Lo be adequate. However, our final recommendation willl be de-
ferred until we recelve coplea of the new labels.

Jd« Holff
Chemlstry Branch
Pestlcides Tolerances Division

cca

CF-30 (FDa)

C. Smith (PRD)
Tox. Br.

Chem. Br.

Dr. Glasgow
FP /AF1132

JWolffmae

11/2/71

RD/init : JGCummings
1/1/71
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September 13, 1971

. pesticide petitfon Ho. 1F1132 %ﬂﬂféﬁaﬁu

Mr. L. E. Mitchell : : ;;zéf :

Shell Chemical Company - VA . :
1700 K Street, W.u. | 7 LT
Suite 1103

Wwashington, D. C. 20006

Dear HMr. Hitchell:

This refers to Pesticide Petition ¥o. 1Fl132 requesting es-
tablishment of tolerances for residues of 2,2-dichloroviayl
dimethyl phosphate in or on oonperishable bulk gtored raw

agricultural commodities.

We have your letter of September 2, 1971, and note that you
have no objection to adding the word ‘'bulk™ to the labels.
Further action awsits completion of review.

Sincerely youra,

Drew M. Baker, Jr., Chief
Fetitions Coantrol Branch

cc:
PRD, EPA

5 it
PTD | | oeR 15 W
Chemistry Branch . :
Toxicolegy Branch
OGFitzhugh

DMBaker:ea 9/13/71



SHEL CHEMICAL COMPANY TR

A DIVISION OF SHELL Olt COMPANY % O
AN A i

SUITE 300 -, '~-,}//‘ TELETRONE 202 .2946.3833

700 K STREET, NW. (

WASHINGTON, DC 20006

Beptember 2, 1971

sy A/ 95/72

PESTICIDE PRTITION WO. 1P1132 _ =

Mr, Peter Ghichilo

Petitions Control Officar
Petitions Control Branch
Pesticides Tolerancea Pivision
Bavirommaental Protection Agency
Washington, ®. C. 20250

Dear Mr. Chichilo:

’ Please refer to your letter of August 26 informing us that our
petition for dichlorvos tolerances (1F1132) camnnot be approved or further
conasidered until the label is changed to indicate that the use appliee to
bulk noneperishable stored raw agricultural ccammodities. A similar comsent
was mpade by PRP in thefr letter of April 26, 1971, transmitting to us &
copy of their Certification of Usefulness.

We answered PEP's letter of April 26 on June 16, 1971, and sent
them a revised label containing the changes you have requested in your
Auguat 26 letter, with the exreption that we did not specify bulk commodities.
A copy of our June 16 letter was sent to the Pesticides Tolerances Wivision,
but we are encloaing another copy along with a copy of the revised label
for your information. Also, a copy of PERB's letter of April 26 is attached.

We have mo objection to adding the word "bulk' to the label ae
you require, but since PRI has not completed their review of the label and
may require additional changes on the label before accepting it for registrae
tiom, we would 1ike to defer making this change until we receive their final
commants. We trust thig 18 agreeable with you and that you can proceed with
the processing of the petition without further delay.

ourg very truly,

zmﬁ/

L. E. Mitchell
Division Representative

Enclosures

cc: Pesticides Begulation liQ./lPA, Hash.; D.C.
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WASHINGTOR. 0. C. 2045%  anp 27 1871

YA

Pesticides Regulation Division ' 1 N

Ny
: APR 2 6 W71 _ N

" CERTIFIED MAIL PR S I
- | V‘(“""“/ [Dubic Commodtilee ) 1T
Mz, L. E. Mi*chell -1 -7 s

' Shall Chemical Compmny - | | S
" 3700 K Street, N. W. e : SR A
' i_Uuhinston, D. C. 20006

| Dear Me. Mitcbell:

Ve have axsmined Pesticide Patitfon 11'1.132 nnd are enclosing a copy of .
'$ our cextification of uafulmu

Prior to registration tho following comments must be ruolvod:

el . 1. Tha stored raw sgricultural commodities and thn insacts to be

, 'melldmthumdonth-hbol
{ | 2. The clatm for "reductiva of silverfish fn bouses" should be revised
; 1 to read, "reduction of luvarfi.nh in ltorn.go nlou.:s. T
I i H .
P ' ' -
:
e o
-.41' ‘r"‘ .; | :- .
.: 1




~ We-“ington, D. C. 20250

Pasticidag Rogulation Diviaion

: APR 2 8
9-PP-1F1132 sn

- Certification of Usefulnewss
Pooticide Patfition 1F1132
- Dyew I, Baker, Jr,

- BP=320

I'a hava examined the subjoct potition and ralated data proposing & -

toleranco for the posticido chemical 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyl

phosphnta of 0.5 part per milltion in nounparishable bulk stored vaw

agricultural comwdities. This petition was gubmitted by Shell
Chamical Company, and was filed February 11, 1971.

Ve agertify that the pﬁoticida chemical 16 usaful for the purpose feor '

vhich a tolsrance 16 sought on the above commodities.

Charles L. Suith
Head, Patitions
Control Section

——
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SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

A DIVISION OF SHELL OIL COMPANY
- TELEPHONE 202 -274-3:
SwE 1303
1700 K STREET, N.w.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS DIYISION June 16, 1971
PESTICIDE PETITION 1F1132
Mr. Charles L. Smith, Head
Petitions Control Section
Environmental Protection Agency
Pesticides Regulation Division
South Agricultural Building - Rm. 2128
 Washington, D. C. 20250
Dear Mr. Smith:

We are writing in answer to your letter of April 26, 1971, which
commented on deficiencies found in the labels included in Pesticide Petition
No. 1F1132. 1In answer to your coments we have taken the following action:

Comment 1l: We have added lists of both the stored raw agricultural
commodities and the imsects to be controlled to the appropriate section of th
label. We would like to point out, howewver, that these lists are iuncluded as
examples only and are not all-inclusive, We implicitly include all nonperish
.raw agricultural commodities which fall under the definition of the term in
the Code of Federal Rexulations 1970 edition Title 21, Section 120.1(m). We
quote: -

"The term 'nonperishable raw agricultural commodity'’

means any raw agricultural commodity not subject to
rapid decay or detevioration that would render it
unfict for comsumption. Examples are cocoa beans,
coffee beans, field dried beans, field dried peas,
~grains and nuts. - -Not included are eggs, milk, meat,
poultry, fresh fruits, and vegel:ables such as..onions,
parsuips, potatoes and carrots." g
As you can see, 1t 1s neither necessary nor practical to list each and every
product which may be treated. We trust you will concur,

As you know, the performance data contained in the subject pecition
supports use of the product to control several species of moths not included
on the enclosed revised labels., We have listed only the most economically
important insects found in the United States on the label, but do not wish to
imply by this that the product is ineffective against other types of stored

. grain moths (e.g., Mediterranean Flour moth and’ raisin moth).

4




Mr. Charles L. Smith - 2

Comment Z: The claim for "reduction of silverfish in houses"

appears on several labels which are fully registered under USDA Registration
Number 201-136. The claim of "reduction of silverfish in storage closets"
appears on nur fully registered NO-PEST Ministrip label, USDA Registratiom
Number 201-185. We hesitate to change the claim on the enclosed labels for
this reason, and also because our full-size strip should not be hung in areas
whese total velume ig less than 1000 cubic fest (such as storage closets).
Your comments on this matter would be appreciated.

Enclosed are two labels for our VAPONA strip which are vegistered
under USDA Registration Number 201-136, One of these labels is {dentical
to the one in PP No. 1F1132; the other differs only as shown below (both are
registered under 201-136):

_ 1. vAPONA® Insecticide Pest Strip, USDA Reg. Mo,
wrierd - 201~136, including directions for Animal Buildings
and revised as mentioned above.

b 2. VAPONA® Tnsecticide Pest Strip, USDA Reg. No.
' 201-136, without directions for Animal Buildings
and revised as mentioned above,

i We hope these changes on the labels will overcome the deficiencles
s mentioned in your April 26 letter. Since no new data are being submitted

g and ne significant changes are being made in the use directions, we trust

! that the review of-the petition can continue without interruption,

Very truly yours,

SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

E YA

L. E. Mitchell
Division Representative

Enclosures .
ce: Pesticide Tolerance Division
Environmental Protection Agency

! bec: San Ramon - Ag; Div, - Information Services (2)
' - Regulatory Affairs - Manager
- PRD - Manager
' - Labels & Petitions - Supervisor
- H& N - Commercial Development - Manager
- Consumer/ Specialty Products - Manager
. Mndesto = BSRC - PDD - Manager .
Atlanta - Ag. Div. - EMR - Tech. Support - Consumer Products - Manager

19




SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY _ $7 Rawon, California 94583
A-Division of Skell 0il Cowgany N
dgricultural Division

3
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(FRONT PANEL)
VAPONA(R) INSEGTICIDE PEST STRIP

CAUTION! .XEEP OUT.QF .REACH.QF .CHILDREN. ..(See..ather -cautions -0n-back-panel).

- DO ROT OPEN UNTIL READY FOR USE.

- ACTIVE INGREDIENTS ‘ PERCENT BY WEIGHT

e 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate 18.6%
+ - Related Compounds . . 1.4%
' INZRT INGREDIENTS ' . _80.0
| : ' TOTAL 100.0
? *Zquivalent to 20.0% VAPONA(R) Insectigide /fm:J___' L
Pl . D _ /f“' . 5N
i~ USDA Reg. No. 201-136 o , . Min, Net. Wet. 3.7 oz,

,\\fkhh““*-~~h__;m_”_;.erf"’

ANIMAL HEALTH PRODUCT

(BACK PANEL)

VAPONA(R) Insecticide Pest Strip

CAUTION! KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN.

i Do not get in mouth; harmful if swallowed. After prolouged storage, a small amount
i of liquid may form on the strip. Do not get liquid in eyes., Wash hands thoroughly
i with soap and water after handling sctrip. Do not use in nurseries or rooms where
' infants, 111 or aged persons are confined, Do not use in kitchews, restauranta ox -

arcas where food is prepared oxr served. :

Fage 1 o?;ﬂ)




o VPCRANK) Insecriclde Pest simap
& Agvicultural Division -~

GENERAL BIRECTIONS

W

VAPONA Insecticicde Pest Strip (10" x 24" unit) is a specially prepared insecticidal
formulavion for use in the concrel oi resistant and non—resistant 1ﬂsechs.

USE AND DIRECTIONS FOR APPLICATION

UILDINGS: For the -contrel of flies, gnats and mosquitoes in animal buildinge

i B

sé bamis, diafy bams, e8lf barns, ehelts¥ sheds, milk speds, stables, pig

ors, poultry houses and dog kennels), and other farm buildings, apply one 8t7ip
1,000 cubic fezet of enclosed area. Weather and other conditions such as extreme
ntliation 0T strong draits-may alter -the performance. of the strip, but this treat-
t is usually eiffcctive for one season. Replace strips irf effectiveness diminishes

_: TOMES: "For the control of flies, gnats, mosquitoes and other small flying insects,

- .- ond tae reduction of silverfish in nouses , suspend one SCrip in aa
“everage size zoom (10' x 10' 'x 10'). Weather and other conditions such as extreme

“TVDn:ila:ioﬁ or strong drafts may alter the performance of the strip, but tnis

;7 treatment is usually effective for three montiis. Replace strip if effectivenass

;tlid-_ﬁuﬁsnes.

I - . . .

s NOX—PERISHABLE STORED RAW AGRICU ETURAM COquDETIES (including soybeans, corn, wheat,

:f-,cocoa veans and peanuts): TFor the control of stored-produci wmoths {inciuding Indian

i . meal moths, almond motns, and warczhouse or cocoa moths) infesting non-perishadle

;:3- storzd ravw agricultural commodities, suspend one strip per 1,600 cu. ft. of air space

=" pvar the comwodily before moths begin to emerge in early spring. Weather aad other

i - .conditions sucdh as extreme ventilation or strong draits may alter the performance of

‘  the strip, but this treatment is usually effective for three months, Replace strips

{  immeciately when efifectiveness diminishes to prevent egg laying and growth of xarvae.

- ) . ~ 1 ) . - b B
GARTAGS .CANS:  TFor the control of flies in garbage cans, attach one strip inside
average~sized garbage can (20 gallon capacity). One unit will be effective for an
*entive Ily season. Xeep lid on garbage can. :

- CATCE BASINS:  For the control of moscuitoes breeding in catch basins, suspend one
siurip-approximately 10 incnes above the water line in each basin. Each unit should
give elfcctive control for ten to fifteen weeks. Replace strip when cffectivaness
diminishes. : ) - : '

SEWER BYSTEMS: As an aid in the reduction of roaches in sewer lateral SYSLChS,
suspend one sirip to within two feet of the bottom of the manhole. One uait should
be effective for one to two months. Replace strip when efrfectiveness diminishes.

¢ of the packaged product is licensed uncer Shell's U. S, Patents 2,956,073,
3,116,201 and 3,318,759 for use as an insecticide generator only. Not to be
taken internally by humans or animals.

3 DISCLATMER OF WARRANTY

THIS PRODUCT IS SUPPLTED WITHOUT WARRANTY (EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) OF TITNESS, QUALITY,
MEIRCIANTABILITY O QUIERWISE.

Page 2 of 2.
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

WASHINGTON. D.C. f20463 20250 ;
Pesticides Tolerances Division s .

August 26, 1971
Pesticide Petition No. 1F1132

Mr. L. E. Mitchell

Shell Chemical Cowmpany
1700 ¥ Street, N.W.
Suite 1103

Washington, D. ¢. 20006

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

This refers to Pesticide Petition No. 1F1132 requesting
establishment of tolerances for residues of 2,2-dichlorovinyl
dimethyl phosphate in or on nonperishable bulk stored raw
agricultural commodities.

We have completed our chemical review of the petition and

find that we cannot approve the request. For further consider-

ation of the proposed tolerances, Section B of the petition

should be revised so that the term "nonperjshable bulk stored
.'" appears on the label. Also, the term 'non-perishable

bulk stored raw agricultural commodities' should be clarified

by listing examples of such commodities on the label.

Sincerely yours,

s AN s

Peter Chichilo

Petitions Contxol Officer
Petitions Control Branch
Pesticides Tolerances Division

cCc!l
PRD, EPA

IS
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September 13, 1971
Pesticide Fotition No. 1F1ili2

Mr. L. E. Mitchsll

Shoell Chemicul Company

1700 K Street, N.W.

Suite 1103

Washington, P. €. 20006

Dear Mr. Mitechell:

This refars to Pesticide Petitica Ho. 1¥1132 requesting es-
tablishment of tolerances for residoes of 2,2-dichlorovinyl
dimethy]l phosphate in or on mopperishable bulk stored raw

agricultural comsodities.

We have your letter of Septenber 2, 1971, and ncte that you
have no objection to addinp the word “bulk™ to the labels.
Further action swaite completion of review.

Sincerely yours,

Drew H. Baksr, Jr., cnﬁf
Petitionsz Control Branch

e
PRD, EPa

PTD

Chemigtry Branch
Toxicology Branch
OGFitzhugh '

DMBaker:ea 9/13/71
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Aogust 26, 1971

Pasticide FPatition Ko. 1F1132

Mr. L. E. Nitchell

Shall Chemical Company
1700 K Street

Suite 1103

Washington, D. C. 20006

Doar Mr. Hitchell:

This refers to Pesticide Petitioa No. 1F1132 requesting
establishment of tolerances for residuse of 2,2-dichlorovinyl
dimathyl phosphate in or on sonperishable bulk stored raw
agricultural commodities.

We have completed our chemical review of the petition and

find that we cannot approve the request. For further consider-
ation of the proposed tolerances, Section B of the petitioan
should bs revised 50 that the term “nonperishable bulk stored

. » . appesrs oB the label. Aleo, the term "non-perishable
bulk stored raw agricultural commoditfes” should be clarified
by listing examples of such commodities om the label.

Sincerely yours,

Peter Chichilo

Patitions Control Officer
Petitions Control Branch
Pesticides Tolerunces bivision

ec:
FED, EPA

PTD

Chemistry Branch
Toxicology Branch
OGFitzhugh

PChichilo:;ea 8/26/71:1a B/23/71
R/D Init:DMBaker B/24/71

A



August 17, 1971

PP #1F1132. DDVP on nonperishable bulk stored raw agricultural
comnodities. Evaluation of enalyticeal methods and residue data.

Petitions Control Branch
and Toxicology Branch

The Shell Chemical Co. proposes & tolerance of 0.5 ppm for residues
of the insecticide 2,2-dichleorovinyl dimethyl phosphate (DDVP) from
poestharvest epplication on nonparishable bulk stored raw agricultural
commodities.

Tolerances have been established on & number of commodities including
tolerances of 0.5 ppm &nd 2 ppm for nonperishable packaged or baegged
rav agriculturel commodities containing 6% fat or 1eas or more than
67 fat reepectively.

Conclusioms

1. We consider the fate of DDVP from the proposed use to be adequately
delineated.

2. Adequete methods are available to enforce the proposed tolerance.

3. Regidues from the proposed use will not exceed the proposed tolerance.
This is contingent upon the peti{tioner imcluding the word bulk {(nonperishabl:
bulk stored ...) on his label. Additionally, since the term "nonpershable
bulk stored rew agricultural commodities" {s somewhat indefinite, examples
of such commodities should be placed on the label.

4. This use falls into Bection 420.6(»)(3) regarding secondery residues
in meat, wilk, poultry and eggs.

‘Recommendation

Pharmacological considerations permitting, we recommend for the proposed
tolerance. This favorable recommendation is contingent upon the label
revisions noted in Conclusion 3 above.

25




PP #1F1132 - Page 2

We note thet the proposed use could be construed to violate the
principle that no more pesticide be used tham is neceseary to
accomplish the intended effect. However, we consider this type
of use more closely related to fumigetion uses or top dressings

in grain bins. The moth problem for which this use’is sought
results from two basic sources (1) lervae conteminstion 6f the
grain going into etorage of (2) moth and larvese conteminsation
elready present in the bin. Therefore the necessity of the
treatment could be determined prior to installation of the strips.
e (Telecon with E. G. Meyers, PRD, EPA, 8/16/71.)

e

Detajiled Coneiderstions

¥o i

Technical DDVP contains 93% 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimthyl phoaphate
with 7% related compounds.

DINP {a to be formulated as &n insecticide resin strip containing.
20Z DDVP. Each strip weighs 3.7 oze and fa 10" x 24" in size.
Since the inerts do not come into contact with the commodities,
they are of no concern from a residue standpoint.

Proposed Use

One strip ia to be suspended per 1000 cu. ft. of air space over
nonperishable stored raw agricultural commodities. The primary
purpose is to control moths., The label does not include the term
bulk; however, Section F requeste the tolersnce for nonperishable
bulk stored r.a.c.'a. Therefore, the label should spectfy bulk
stored r.a.c.'s. The label states that the strips are usually
effective for three months but should ba replaced when effectiveness
diminighia . .

Nature of the Residue

The use of Vepona resin strips was diecuseed in detail in our

2/17/70 review of PAP $#0H2477. The resin etripa aere deaigned to
provide a continucus ralease of DDVP into the eir through volati-
lieation. The concentration of DDVP in air is dependent upon s
mmber of factors, including: number of strips per unit area,

age of the strip(s), and environmental conditions (ventilation,
temperature, etc.). Data in FAP #0H2477 show that volatilization

iz greatest immediaetely after installation of the strips. Commodities
will ebsorb a certain amount of the residues when exposed in areas
containing the resin strips.

A




PP #1F1132 - Page 3

Reajdue data were presanted for DCA on some food items inm FAP $0H2477.
Although no DCA amalyses were performed in the studies of this petition,
we believe thet the restidue pattern would.be similar, i. e., that DCA
residues would generally be 10%, or less, of the DDVP residue. . .

We consider the fate of DDVP from the proposed use to be adequately
delineated.

Analytical Methods

Most of the data were obtained by cholinestersse inhibition methoda.
The ChE inhibition methods were bssed on Shell's enzyme inhibition-

spectrophotometric method MM8-30/64. This method has been discusesed
in detail in several previous evaluations. While not specific, the

mathod is adequate for obtaining residue dats,

Some data were obtained by method PMS-G-913/69 (this 42 a refinement
of PM5-6-913/68 which was discussed in the 4/22/69 and 9/19/69
reviews of PP #9F0783).

Commodities (including grains, cocoa beans, floor, pesnuts, etc.)
were fortified with DDVP at levels of 0.04«1 ppm with recoveries
of 60-120%, with most velues in the range of 80-100%. Depending
upon the gtudy and method, the blanks ranged from 0.02-<0.1 ppm.
(In one study no mention is made as to what method was used, nér
was any validation data presented. The claimed eensitivity was
reported as 0.5 ppm.) : -

Ve consider the methode sadequate for obtaining residue dets and
the senaitivity of all the methods to be 0.1 ppm or better (except
for the one study noted above). We consider the method of choice
"for enforcement to be the GLC method with thermionic ewmission
detector. - GLC methods ere alac evailable in PAM XII. DDVP will
not chromatograph under the GC conditions of the PAM I“screening
procedure. We consider that adequete methods are availeble to
enforca the proposed toletance. .

(o)
Reaidue Data | o 150/
7
The petitioner is requesting & tolerance for nonpérisheble bulk

gtored raw agricultural commddifies, Section ‘QO 1(m) defines
nonperishable raw agricultural commodities as any r.a.c. not aubject
to rapid decay or deterijoration that would render it unfit for
consumption. Examples given are cocos besns, ¢offee beans, flield-dried
beans, field-dried peas, grains and nuts. Not included sre eggs,

A1




PP #1F1132 - Page 4

wilk, meat, poultry, fresh fruits and vegetables such &s onions,
pargnips, potatoess and cerrots. Commodities not included in the
nonperishable list that could be treated include hays, seeds such
as iefflower seed, and hops.

Some of the commodities listed mey be stored in packaged or bagged
form and, therefore, they are presumably covered under the DLVP
toierances for nonperishable packsged or bagped raw agricultural
commodities.

Date are presented for & nusber of commodities; most of the studies
are for graine (corn,:whest and sorghum) but data sre also sveilable
for soybeana, cocoe beans, peanuts and flour (flogr is not a r.a.c.yd.

Resin strips were place in bulk storage facilities such as bins gt
rates ranging from 1 atrip/23£t3 of overspace to 1 strip/1000 ft~.
Most of the date reflect at least the proposed use with many of the
studies reflecting an exaggeration in the strip instellation rste.
Sempling intervals ranged from 3 days to severel months after strip
installation. Most of the data refelct sampdés taken at 0-2" and
2-4" depths with some of the gtudies showing samples from 12",

Although the residue pattern is highly variable (as would be expected
from this type of use), in generel residues are the grestest in the
top 2" with some residue in the 2-4" layer and virtually no reeidue
below 6'". Additionally, maximum residues seemn to occur between the
gecond end fifth week after strip imstallation.

If we conmider all the data reflective of whet will occur in actual
practice (overapace in storage facilities may not always be calculated
before strip installetion), only & few show residues greater than the
proposed 0.5 ppm tolerance level (up to ca. 0.7 ppm). Even in these
studies the 0.5 ppm level ie only exceed in the 0-2" layer; if we
take a8 0-4" layer the tolerance request is never exceeded. Residues
in the upper layer would be further reduced due to mixing ‘of the
commodity as the storage facility is emptied

Studies with commodities of greater than 6% fat content show that a
higher tolerence level would not be needed as was the case with the
use for the bagged commodities. Additiounally, processing of some

of the conmodities such as wheat would further reduce the residue
level,

24




PP #1F1132 - Page 5

Therefore, we conclude thet residues from the proposed use would
not exceed the proposed tolerance. ( Commoditiea receiving treatment
in etorage facilities when bagged after receiving treatment from
the bulk storage treatment proposed here would not contain residues
in ercess of the presently established tolerances for packaged or
bagged r.a.c.'s.) This is contingent upon the paitioner specifing
bulk stored commodities on his label. Additionally, since the

term nonperishable bulk stoyed raw agricultural commodities is
somevwhat indefinite, examples of such commodities should be placed -
on the lsbel. '

Most, Milk, Poultry and Egps

Bome of the commodities (such as corn) are animal feed items. Dats
in PP #fa 9F0788 (DDVP in meat and nilk) and 1F1059 (DDVP in poultry
and eggs) show that the feeding ovf items containng 0.5 ppm of DDVP
would cause no problem of follow-up residues in meat, milk, poultry
or eggs [Section 420.6{a)(3)].

A, R. Rathman
Chemistry Branch

-Pesticides Tolerances Division

cc: Toxlicology Branch
CF-30 (FD4)
C, Smith, PRD
€. Lewig, Chamblee

Chemistry Ejggph
PP ¢1F1132(
ARRathman/erk/August 17, 1971

RD/Init :JWolff;JGCummings
8/3/71 8/17/71
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j /':”\;’(f % 1
Washington, D. C. 20250 '

Pesticldes Regulation Division

apR 2 & BN . ,gﬂfﬂ
9~PP-1F1132

Certification of Usefulnes: // _ﬁ4¢Z%é
Pesticide Petition LF1L32 St GAL é 1L / 7/ oﬂ“
brew M, Baker, Jr. 1(
BF-320

Tl P iF 132

We have examined the subject petition and related data proposing a
tolerance for the pesticide chemical 2,2~dichlerovinyl dimethyl
phosphate of 0.5 part per million in nonpearishable bulk storaed raw
agricultural ecommodities. This petition was submitted by Shell
Chemical Company, and was filed February 11, 1971,

Ve certify that the pesticide chemical 1s useful for the purpose for
which a tolerance is sought on the above commodities.

Charles L. Smith
Head, Petitions
Contrel Section
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SHELL CHEMICAL " CO.

Notice of Filing of Petition Reguﬂ:lmg
" Pesticide Chemicals -

" Pirsuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Pood, Drug, and Cosmetic Act-(sec.

408(@) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.8.C. 3464

1)), notice is given that a petition
(PP-1F1132) has been filed by the Shell

emical Co., Suite 1103, 1700 K .Street

' NW-; Washington, DC 20006, Dropositg

the-establishment of tolerances (21 CFR

‘Part 420) for residues of the insecticide

2 Z-mchlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate h
or’-on nonperishable bulk stored xaw
agricultural commeodities at 0.5 paft per
miilion resulting from dispersion of the

-ingecticide from resin strips used in bulk
_storage AYEas., . IR

The analytical method proposed in-the

petition for determining residues of ‘the
insecticide is -a gas chromatographic
B Procedure with a thermionic debecbor

“Dated: February 26, 1971, ..}

s . R. E. JOUNSOR, " -

L.

Acting Commisioner,
Pesticides Office.”

[FR Doc.71-2003 Filed 8-2-71:8:60 am)
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Februsry 11, 1971

Pagticide Peritior Ho. 1FP1i32

Mr, L. E, Pitchell
§hell Chenical Company
Suicae 1103

1700 E Strest, MW,
Hashirgte::, BC. - 20006

Dogr Hr. Mitcholl:

Wa bave your letter of Janumry 7, 1$T1, tranestttizg three eopies of

a patition requestiaz establistmect of tolerssces for residuss of tie
ingecticide 2,3-dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate in eor on nemporiahable
bulk stoved rav asricultural comodities «t 6.5 part per million resulting
from dispersion of the insecticide from resin ectrips when used in areas
where the compoditiss ave stored. Ue ackrowledze receipt of your check
for $600 which accompscied the perition.

The petition bag been desiznated FPesticide Petition Bo. IF1132 end it
is bdeing filed today., Further action ewaits completion of sclentific
review and evaluation,

Sincevely yours,

Lae B, TurBuvah

ec: Pesticides Regulation Diviston, EPA

cct BF-320 BF-300 BF-2156 BF-148 AA-130 Mr. Siebur, EPA
LETerBush:ctb:2/11/71

. - -~ 7.
ST L
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[NESF INGEEDIENT DXFCRSATION I8 NOT INCLUDED

-
PESTICIDE PETITION RESUME | b7 T3/

Fetition No.: '1!'113-2 o Date roceived: 1-12-71

Petitioner: Shell Chemical Co,

Common name of pasticide: None

Trade name: DDVR (Vapone) (chhlofval)

General use: Insecticide L

Nautre of request: Establish telerances for residues in or on &ll
bulk stored E.A.C.'s

Related petitions: 7TF0623, 8FQ706, SFO788, 0E0875, LP1059, & FAP OH2477
Section A:
.Chemic.al name: 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate
Ingredienta.
a. Technical product

Active {ngredlent =--s-—cseemswm—ce—ees—=-ae-- 95-96%

b. Pormulations

V&pona insecticide pest strip conteins:
Technical DDVP ~--e-w- cemsmcmecemcaoae18,6%
Related

Vapona {nsecticide pest strip (enimal health) comtains:

Idential t:b above

N
O
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Page 2

Section B:

1. How applied - suspend 1 strip per 1,000 cubic ft of air space
2. Restrictions - none indicated

Section C: No new data - but doesg include a discussion of detoxification
in plants and animals.

Section D:

1. Residue data
a. R.,A.C.'s ~ stored soybeans, shelled corn, corn, wheat, grain
strghum, cocoa beans, flour, and peanuts
b. Soll - none indicated
2. HMetabolfism studieg - none indicatzd
3. Analytical method - & gas chromatographic procedure using a
thermionic detector,

Section E: Residues in excess of proposed tolersnces may be reduced
by (1) wixing, since resgidues occur only in the top 2-4
inches, (2) commercial processing, and (3) washing and
cocking. :

Section F: R,A.C.'s Proposed Tolerance

NONPERISHABLE BULK STORED raw
agricultursel commodities 0.5 ppm
Section G: Reasonable grounds in support of the petition
1. Effective '
2. Safe to handlers
3. RNeedad '
4. Up to 98% of residuef is eliminated by washing, cooking, or
commercial preparation
5. Safe
6. Rapid break-down.
Food and Drug Officer: Lee E. TerBush Dated: 1—15-71
CTB:2/11}71

-
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SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

A DIVISION OF SHELL OIL COMPANY

SUITE 1103 TELEFHOMNE 202 - 294-34:

1700 K STREET, NW_
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS DIVISION

January 7, 1971

PETITION PROPOSING A TOLERANCE FOR
VAPONA® INSEGTICIDE IN BULK STORED
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Environmental Protection Agency
BF-320, Food and Drug Bldg.

200 C Street, 8. W.

Washington, D. C. 20204

Attention Mr. F. J. McFarland
Gentlemen:

The undersigned, Shell Chemical Company, submits this petition
pursuant to Section 408 (d) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
proposing a tolerance of G.5 ppm for residues of the insecticide 2,2-
dichlorovinyl dimethyl phosphate in or on nonaperi_,shable'bulk stored raw
agricultural commodities. This tolerance level has previously been estab-
lished for certain raw agricultural commodities as shown in 21 CFR 120.235.,
This petition simply proposed an expansion of the existing regulation to
encompass certain raw agricultural commodities stored in bulk.

proposed for use contain two inert ingredients,
| The composition of these compounds is given .~
in Pesticlde Petition No. 1F1059 which is already on file.

Attached hereto in triplicate and constituting a part of this
petition are data and -information organized in sections (A tlirough G), and
titled and indexed as prescribed in Section 408 (d)(1) of the Act. T

Our certified check (No. 12-01235) in the amount of $600 is
enclosed to cover clerical operatjions, initial administrative review, and
the cost incurred in considering this petition after it has been filed.

Yours very truly,

SHELL CREMICAL COMPANY

Driging’ T, :
L. E. Mitchell

Division Representative

| 72 :
cc:  EPA, PRD, South Ag. Bldg. (:2 e



SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

A DIVISION OF SHELL QIL COMPANY
SUITE 1103 TELEPHONE 207 - 296-343

1700 K STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS DIVISION

January 7, 1971

PETITION PROPOSING A TOLERANCE FOR
vAPONA® INSECTICIDE IN RULK STORED
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Environmental Protection Agency
Pesticides Regulation Division
South Agricultural Building
Washingteon, D. G. 20250

Gentlemen:

Enclosed are three copies of a petition propesing a tolerance
of 0.5 ppm for residues of the insecticide 2,2-dichlorovinyl dimethyl
phosphate (VAPONA® Insecticide) in-or on non~perishable bulk stored-raw

"agricultural commodities. The pesticide product proposed for use is
already registered under USDA Reg. No. 201-136. Copies of the labels
sitowing the new directions for use are being submitted separately with
the application for registration. -~ "

We request that you furnilsh a certification of usefulness as
required and your opinion whether or not the tolerance proposed reasonably
reflects the residue likely to result when the insecticide is used as
directed. -

Concurrently with this request, we are submitting the petition to
the Environmental Protection Agency Office at 200 G Street, 5.W., for filing
pursuant to Section 408 (d) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

A copy of the transmittal letter is enclosed. -

Yours very truly,

SHELL CHEMICAL COMPANY

L. E. Mitchell
Division Representative

Enclosures

ce:  EPA, BF-32Q0, Food & Drug Bldg. -+

S
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40802401 Todhunter, J. (1988) Product Analysis Data and Certification of
Limits for Cdf Chimie's Oniachlor 90, Oniachlor 60, Oniachlor EC
TICA Granular and SDIC Grandular: Project ID. CDF/PRODANAL.SUB.
Unpublished study prepared by Todhunter, Mandava, and AssocC.
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